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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 September 2003 . 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-28 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 10-22 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-9 and 23-28 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)S The drawing(s) filed on 22 September 2003 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)LJAI! b)D Some*c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) D The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1.78. 



Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) H] Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) CI Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 



4) EH Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: 
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1. This application contains claims 10-22 drawn to an invention nonelected 
with traverse in Paper No. 6 of June 3, 2003. A complete reply to the final 
rejection must include cancellation of nonelected claims or other appropriate 
action (37 CFR 1.144) See MPEP § 821.01. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this 
action can be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1-3 and 5 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Zink, et al. This mechanism comprises a printed circuit board 
145 having a first surface (showing), a second surface (below) and a first edge 
with female members or openings (146, 148, etc.) to receive the male members 
164 from the first edge of an extension board 166. 

Applicant argues that the structure 166 is not an extension board 
because it "does not couple to the circuit board 145" and it "is not a board." In 
regard to applicant's argument that structure 166 is not an extension board 
because it does not couple to the circuit board, it is noted that the male 
member of the extension board 166 and the female member of the circuit board 
do couple as seen in Fig. 13 and as required by the claims. In regard to 
applicant's argument that member 166 is not a board, attention is directed to 
Figs. 12 and 14 where it can be seen that member 166 is thin and flat. It is 
seen to be similar in its proportions to board 145. Therefore, it is clear that 
member 166 IS a board. 

4. Claims 1-9 and 23-28 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Korsunsky, et al. This mechanism comprises a printed circuit 
board 12 having a first surface 14, a second surface 16 and a first edge 18 with 
female members or openings 24 to receive the male members 50 from the first 
edge of an extension board 10. The male member does not extend above or 
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beiow the surfaces of the printed circuit. The extension board further 
comprises a guide member 38 that extends from the first edge. 

Applicant states that member 10 of Korsunsky "cannot be construed to 
be a board," but does not support this assertion. As this amounts to a general 
allegation and does not specifically point out how the language of the claims 
patentably distinguishes them from the references, this "argument" fails to 
comply with 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (b) . 

In regard to claims 23 and 26 applicant argues that Korsunsky fails to 
teach any functionality for maintaining the surfaces coplanar. It is noted that 
the claimed "functionality* is an intended use. The guide member 38 is 
capable of performing the function. Applicant is reminded that a recitation of 
the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural difference 
between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure 
is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. See In re 
Casey, 152 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and In re Otto, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 
1963). Further, the function need not be specifically discussed by the prior art. 
It has been held that a recitation with respect to the manner in which a 
claimed apparatus is intended to be employed does not differentiate the 
claimed apparatus from a prior art apparatus satisfying the claimed structural 
limitations. Ex Parte Masham, 2 USPQ F.2d 1647 (1987). 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension 
of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
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the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



6. It is suggested that responses to this final action be faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 

Please refrain from sending a confirmation copy, as noted in 37 CFR 1.6(d) and 1.8(b). 

Alternatively , responses may be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

For additional information regarding this new address, which was effective May 1, 2003, 
see Correspondence with the United States Patent and Trademark Office, 68 Fed. Reg. 
14332 (March 25, 2003). 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 
Crystal Plaza 4, Fourth Floor (Receptionist) 
2201 South Clark Place, Arlington, Virginia. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mrs. Renee Luebke at (703) 308-1511. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Mrs. Paula Bradley > can be reached at (703) 308-2319. 




fcenee S. Luebke 
Primary Patent Examiner 
November 14, 2003 



